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weapon shells like the ones recovered 
here that killed 5,000 people. 

This is a serious and important docu-
ment. This is a serious and important 
step in understanding what Iraq was all 
about when we, in fact, commenced 
military activities against them. It is 
an important finding to determine 
what our actions need to be going for-
ward in making sure we rid this coun-
try of the chemical weapons that still 
may be available, as was mentioned, 
potentially on the black market. 

I thank Congressman HOEKSTRA. I 
asked for this document from the Na-
tional Ground Intelligence Center 21⁄2 
months ago. It took 2 months of going 
nowhere before I contacted Congress-
man HOEKSTRA. He, by the way, was 
not aware of this document, either. He 
was able to get this document and we 
were able to look at it. Several Mem-
bers in the Senate and the House have 
reviewed the document. It is up in the 
Intelligence rooms. I encourage Mem-
bers of the Senate on both sides of the 
aisle to go up and view the document. 
It is a classification that all Members 
can review the entire document. Please 
go up, take a look at it. If you do not 
believe the statements or you do not 
think the statements are compelling 
enough, I encourage you to go up and 
read the entire classified report. It is 
very compelling. It is a very serious 
situation. 

The bottom line is, the statements 
that Saddam Hussein at the time of the 
second gulf war, the Iraq war, had no 
weapons of mass destruction is now 
categorically untrue. This report puts 
that to rest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DEMINT). The Senator from California. 

The Senator from Virginia has 2 min-
utes remaining. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield back the re-
maining 2 minutes I have under my 
control. The order provides for 30 min-
utes for the distinguished Senator from 
California, to be followed by 20 minutes 
from the Senator from West Virginia, 
Mr. BYRD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Virginia. 

I come to the Senate tonight with a 
tremendous sense of loss for the vic-
tims of the tragic war in Iraq. Yester-
day, the military informed two Cali-
fornia families that their sons were 
murdered in cold blood by the very 
same Iraqi troops they had been train-
ing. 

Let me repeat that: The military in-
formed two California families whose 
sons were in the National Guard that 
their sons were murdered in cold blood 
by the very same Iraqi troops they 
were training. 

Sgt. Patrick McCaffrey and 1LT 
Andre Tyson were killed near Balad 2 
years ago. After 2 long years, the Army 
is now telling the families that Iraqi 
troops who their sons had been train-
ing turned on them and intentionally 
killed them. 

This morning, the mother of Ser-
geant McCaffrey appeared on CNN and 
said: 

Patrick was never at ease and he con-
stantly said, ‘‘Mom, we’re risking our life 
every day, all the time, permanently.’’ 

She told the press that Patrick told 
his commanding officer twice that he 
was fired upon by Iraqi troops. He told 
his dad the same thing and his dad told 
the press that his commanding officer 
said, and I quote his dad: ‘‘That he 
should keep his mouth shut.’’ 

Mrs. McCaffrey said she wants the 
story to come out because she believes 
there are other instances of Iraqi 
troops turning on our soldiers. This is 
a story that is all over the news. It is 
emblematic of what this war is turning 
into. 

This week, we all were devastated to 
hear of the cruel and savage killing of 
two United States soldiers who were 
reportedly tortured in a barbaric fash-
ion. These soldiers were manning a 
traffic check point when they were cap-
tured by insurgents. A third soldier 
also died in the attack. 

Every day we hear of a new tragedy 
from Iraq. Why? Because more than 3 
years ago, our President launched a 
war that was based on false premises. 
The administration told the American 
people that Saddam posed an imminent 
threat to the United States because of 
his close ties to al-Qaida and because 
he had an active nuclear weapons pro-
gram. The administration’s case has 
unraveled in light of the facts. We have 
a chance tomorrow to stand up and say 
no to the status quo. We can do it with 
two Democratic amendments. We know 
there was no working relationship be-
tween al-Qaida and Saddam, and Iraq’s 
weapons of mass destruction program 
was dormant. 

Just look at the State Department’s 
own document which Senator FEINGOLD 
talked about. It says clearly when we 
were attacked by al-Qaida on that fate-
ful day of September 11, there was not 
one al-Qaida cell in Iraq. Yet those who 
asked questions about these false 
premises were dismissed, ridiculed, 
called unpatriotic, and, in one case, the 
case of Ambassador Joe Wilson, he ac-
tually faced retaliation. The wife of 
Ambassador Wilson had her identity as 
a CIA agent exposed. Why? Because Joe 
Wilson blew the whistle on President 
Bush’s claim that Iraq had sought sig-
nificant quantities of uranium from Af-
rica. 

Why do I recount Valerie Plame’s 
story? Because it shows just how far 
the Bush administration and their Re-
publican friends in Congress will go to 
tarnish and hurt those who see the war 
differently from them. That is fright-
ening no matter what side of the fence 
you are on. Imagine going after some-
one’s family because you felt you did 
not like what the man said. In fact, he 
told the truth, that there was no truth 
to the claim that Saddam was seeking 
yellow cake uranium. 

In this debate right now, those same 
voices are saying that anyone who dis-

agrees with the status quo in Iraq and 
speaks about an exit strategy for the 
war is advocating a policy of cut-and- 
run. Let me be clear, calling for rede-
ployment of our troops out of Iraq is 
not cut-and-run. It is smart and stra-
tegic. 

Why is it smart? Because it will give 
the signal to the Iraqis that they have 
to stand up and protect their own coun-
try. 

Why is it strategic? Because it will 
allow us to use our resources to go 
after al-Qaida, Osama bin Laden. 

Let’s take a look at the status quo. 
The status quo in Iraq is an endless 
venture with ever-changing missions 
that has resulted in more than 2,500 
United States deaths and 18,000 wound-
ed. It is a blank check and a blind eye. 

I have a chart that shows the costs. 
This is showing what this President 
calls ‘‘progress’’ and his Republican 
friends in Congress call progress. Let’s 
look at the facts. The monthly cost of 
the Iraq war in 2003 was $4.4 billion a 
month. It is now $8 billion a month. It 
is causing our debt to soar. It is not 
being paid for in the usual way: It is 
put right on Uncle Sam’s credit card 
and our grandchildren will pay the bill, 
maybe even their children. 

The estimated number of insurgents 
in 2003, 3,000; estimated in 2006, 20,000. 
Is that progress in Iraq? I don’t think 
so. 

Insurgent attacks in 2003, 5 a day; 
now, 90 a day. Is that progress? I don’t 
think so. 

Incidents of sectarian violence, 5 per 
month; now it is 250 per month. 

If that is progress, then we are in se-
rious, serious trouble—more trouble 
than I think we are in. 

How about Iraqis. Are they opti-
mistic about the future? In 2003, 75 per-
cent were optimistic. Do you know 
what the number is today? Thirty per-
cent. These figures come from the 
Brookings Institution. 

There are claims that the status quo 
is ‘‘progress,’’ when actually the status 
quo is a disaster. The war is taking a 
heavy toll on our fighting men and 
women, many of whom are serving 
their third tour of duty. Suicides are 
up. 

In 2005, 83 United States Army sol-
diers committed suicide, an increase of 
16 suicides over the 67 reported the 
year before, and the highest number 
since 90 were recorded in 1993. Of those 
83 soldiers, 25 had been deployed to ei-
ther Afghanistan or Iraq. 

Divorces are up. Where are the fam-
ily values around this place? Between 
2001 and 2004, divorces among Active- 
Duty Army personnel have doubled. Di-
vorces have doubled. That is the weight 
of this war. And post-traumatic stress 
disorder is rampant. A study published 
in the July 2004 New England Journal 
of Medicine revealed that 15 percent of 
marines and 17 percent of soldiers sur-
veyed after deployment in Iraq ‘‘met 
the screening criteria for major depres-
sion, generalized anxiety, or post trau-
matic stress disorder.’’ 
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